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and it was upon his criticisms of the Patna Cause that
the impeachment of Impey on that matter appears to
have proceeded.

Impey's l statement on the subject to Lord Weymouth
is equally explicit. " The Court does not, nor ever did,
" claim any jurisdiction over Zemindars, simply as
" Zemindars, but that their character of Zemindars will
"not exempt them from the jurisdiction of the Court if
"they be employed or be directly or indirectly in the
" service of the East India Company or any other British
" subject."

An admission to the same effect by the Council
themselves is contained in their letter to the Directors,
2 January 25th, 1780, as is noticed more particularly
below.

The real ground of quarrel between the Court and the
Council went far deeper than any of the topics of grievance
on which so much has been said. The Court held, as they
could not but hold, that every one in Bengal, Behar and
Orissa was subject to their jurisdiction, to this extent
that he was bound, if sued in the Supreme Court,
to appear to plead to the jurisdiction. The whole
contention of the Council was that this was not so, and
that if any one not being an Englishman born, or in the
pay of the Company, was sued in the Supreme Court he
was justified in taking no notice of its process. In other
words, every defendant was to judge in his own case
whether he was subject to the jurisdiction of the Supreme
Court or not, residents in Calcutta only excepted. This
was equivalent to confining the jurisdiction of the Court
by force to the town of Calcutta. The arguments of the
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